Extended Data Table 1 | Wetting resistance of the peripheral regions of LBGM and MSgg biofilm.
contact angle [°] on LBGM biofilm MSgg biofilm 50% Acetone 120.6 ± 7.9 126.5 ± 5.0 50% Ethanol 130.6 ± 9.6 135.6 ± 7.3 50% Isopropanol 118.1 ± 5.6 129.7 ± 3.8 50% Methanol
129.0 ± 6.6 132.5 ± 2.9
Errors denote the standard deviation as determined from at least 3 different measurements. show similar surface characteristics as reported by profilometry. At 5000x magnification (lower row), the biofilm grown on LB shows a porous structure whereas, for LBGM and MSgg, the bacteria in the surface zone of the biofilm appear to be tightly packed and the biofilm exhibits little to no pores.
Extended Data

Extended Data Fig. 4 | Fourier analysis of the peripheral regions of biofilm surfaces.
The average power spectral density is calculated using a fast Fourier transformation of the surface profiles. For the interpretation of the obtained data, it is crucial to recall that the spatial resolution of the profilometry images, i.e. the pixel width of the scanning process, limits the spectrum of wavelengths. As the pixel size in the analyzed profilometry images is 1.566 µm and errors for remodeling the edges of the surface are especially high for low wavelengths, wavelengths smaller than 20 µm are disregarded in the calculated power spectrum. Amplitudes at low wavelengths are one order of magnitude smaller for hydrophilic (LB medium) biofilm compared to hydrophobic (LBGM and MSgg) biofilms. For long wavelengths, ~10x higher amplitudes can be found for the biofilm grown on LBGM than for the other two biofilm variants. 
